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Presidents Report 


At last the aftermath of Roundup Day has 
been cleared away. The subscription list of the 
Organized Farmer has finally been brought up 
to date. While we regret the delay, all our 
new subscribers can rely on getting a full 12 
issues for their 50 cents. On the other hand 
quite a number of former subscribers who for 
one reason or another did not renew last fall, 
been getting their subscription carried on all 
winter before the list could be revised. We have 
notified them all now, and we hope they will 
be sports enough to pay up. 

Before this reaches you the Stampede Queen 
Contest will have been closed, as far as ticket 
selling is concerned. I have no idea of course 
what the result will be. However we have been 
disappointed in the support given our candi¬ 
date in some areas. We seem to have a lot of 
members who support the Union only when 
their own local interests are concerned. 


V 



This year there are a number of local Queen 
Candidates, nominated in most cases by local 
business organizations. In several cases our own 
locals have sent back their tickets rather than 
sell them in opposition to some local girl. 

This Stampede Queen matter is not a very 
important issue in itself. But it is a sign of some¬ 
thing deeper. When are our farmers going to 
learn that if we are ever to earn the respect 
of other classes and accomplish something for 
ourselves, we must stand together in all things 
both large and small. When a section of our 
Union like our Juniors decides on a course of 
action ‘within its powers’ and calls on us for 
help, we should respond to that appeal to the 
best of our ability. Why should we step aside 
and let our Juniors down because some other 
organization tries to capture our support for 
their own purposes by putting up a local girl 
as a rival candidate? We need larger sense of 
loyalty in the Farm Union before we are really 
on the road to success. Until the farmers learn 
to move together like a mighty army, they will 
continue to be snubbed, pushed around and 
ridiculed. 

Other people consider that it is easy to side¬ 
track farmers. They are doing it in connection 
with this Stampede Queen Contest. They are 
trying hard to do it in connection with the Mar¬ 
keting idea. Smooth-talking Packers’ men have 
have got some of our producers all confused 
over that issue. On the Power Question, the 
power companies men have got some farmers 
just eating out of their hands, while they laugh 
at them behind their backs. 

Then we have cases where some of our 
locals have actually given up their Farmers’ 
Day Celebration because some other organiza¬ 
tion decided to use Farmers’ Day for its own 
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purposes. This is our own fault. We should not 
allow any other group to use the farmer as the 
tail to their kite. 

All this adds up to the fact that we farmers 
do not take ourselves and our profession seri¬ 
ously enough. When we prove our capacity 
to act together in all things both great and 
small then both our political servants and ev¬ 
eryone else will soon develop a healthy respect 
for us. 

A report on our delegation to Ottawa will 
be found elsewhere in this issue. Also you will 
find the brief which we presented to the Agri¬ 
cultural Committee at that time. We want you 
to know what we are saying on your behalf. 
I hope you will find time to read it. 

The Interprovincial Farm Union Confer¬ 
ence will be held in Saskatoon on July 11 and 
12. I hope that Alberta will have a fair repre¬ 
sentation there. We are arranging for special 
rates on the train leaving Edmonton on the 
night of July 10. These rates can be arranged 
from Calgary also if enough people wish to go. 
This Conference is important to the farmers 
of all three Prairie Provinces. This year the 
program includes a debate between Messrs. 
Hannam and Marler on one side and Schultz 
and Phelps on the other. The subject is on the 
best type of farm organization for Canada. 
This actually means Farm Union versus Feder¬ 
ation. It should be worth going a long way to 
hear. 

For particulars regarding reduced fares by 
rail contact Central Office. 

Finally I want to call your attention to the 
response of the various Provincial Candidates 
to our query as to whether or not they will 
support the F.U.A. program if elected. I sug- 
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PRESIDENT’S REPORT 

gest that you give this list very close study be¬ 
fore you vote in the coming election. 

This is the first time in Alberta history that 
a farm organization such as the F.U.A. has 
attempted to place all Candidates on record 
as to their attitude on the farmers program. 
Some of the candidates nominated last may 
not have had time to reply but in general you 
can consider the answers, or lack of them, as j 
indicating the attitude of the candidates and 
their parties. 

For years I have been suggesting to all 
farmers that we should take a tough and realis¬ 
tic attitude towards our politicians. They 
should be our servants. In most cases they have 
acted as our masters. I have suggested that 
farmers should forget party labels, and elect 
men pledged to the Farm Union Program. If 
we do this we shall make real headway in the 
next few years no matter what group is in 
power. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT 14 CONVENTION 

Despite the lateness of spring work a good 
crowd of delegates and visitors attended the 
annual District Convention, held in the Civic 
Sports Centre, Lethbridge, Monday, June 6th. 

Mrs. C. T. Armstrong, Provincial F.W.U.A. 
President outlined the work of the F.W.U.A. 
in getting action on a number of problems 
such as establishment of rural health units, 
the preparation of bulletins, how to increase 
activity at meetings, and crime comics. She also 
urged the delegates to vote in the forthcoming 
provincial election. 

Mrs. Mary B. Pharis in her director’s re¬ 
port urged the women to have their meetings 


well planned and to include some recreation 
and program material in a lighter vein. She 
also stated that she hoped that this year we 
would have more workers and fewer leaners. 

A. W. Platt, District Director reporting on 
the past year’s activity, said the membership 
had been doubled in the Roundup last fall. He 
also urged a better job of publicizing the work 
of the F.U.A. and the way it benefitted farmers. 

Mr. Henry Young, Provincial President, re¬ 
viewed the work of the F.U.A. during the past 
year and told of some of the achievements. He 
outlined the work in progress to investigate 
automobile insurance and to bring forward a 
plan which would be practical. 

Resolutions approved by the convention 
were Unemployment Insurance for Farm Labor, 
Box Car Distribution, Loans available to irri¬ 
gated farms, Opposed to further increase in 
land taxes, duck season be advanced and bag 
increased, etc. 

Officers elected were: Director — A. W. 
Platt, Lethbridge; Alternate Director — G. D. 
Minion of Warner; F.W.U.A. Director — Mrs. 
Mary L. Roberts of Owendale; F.W.U.A. Alter¬ 
nate Director — Mrs. H. J. Miller, Lethbridge. 
Sub-directors elected are — John Toth, Iron 
Springs; Robert Steen, Enchant; L. H. Jensen, 
Lethbridge; David Deering, Whitla; Mrs. Mary 
B. Pharis, Magrath; Wes Kuehn, Warner; and 
Chris Hansen, Milk River. 

The Banquet at the Marquis Hotel con¬ 
cluded a very successful Day. 

Mr. A. T. Baker of Calgary, general-man¬ 
ager of the Alberta Wheat Pool was guest 
speaker. Mr. Reed C. Ellison brought fraternal 
greetings from the Lethbridge Chamber of Com¬ 
merce. Miss Dolores O’Connell accompanied by 
her father rendered several solos. 



A new office building for the Farmers’ Union of Alberta, designed by Ross Stanley, Archi¬ 
tect. It is now under construction at 9934- 106th St., by James C. Haddow, General Contractor. 
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Result of Questionnaire Sent to Candidates 


In the Provincial Election 


In order to ascertain for the information 
of our membership the attitude of various can¬ 
didates on the F.U.A. Program the following 
letter was sent from Central Office to all candi¬ 
dates just as soon as their names were reported 
to us by their respective parties. In the case of 
the Social Credit Candidates, we supplied their 
headquarters with the letters and they sent 
them out as quickly as nominations were made. 

(The Letter) 

To Candidates in the Provincial Election: 

On behalf of the F.U.A., I want to congratu¬ 
late you on being nominated as a candidate in 
the forthcoming Provincial election. Member¬ 
ship in the Legislature is a very important posi¬ 
tion, and it is an honor even to be mentioned 
for that responsibility. 

The Farmers’ Union of Alberta, represent¬ 
ing the majority of Alberta farmers, is very 
interested in the attitude of the persons who 
will be elected to the next legislature. While 
we are strictly non-partisan in politics, we have 
a program covering both Federal and Provin¬ 
cial matters which has been adopted at our 
Annual Conventions over a term of years. It 
is our present intention to get action on these 
matters through the existing political parties. 
We are enclosing a copy of this program, and 
we would like to enlist your support to get 
action on it. 


In this program, sections 22 to 35 deal with 
Provincial Matters. On behalf of our member¬ 
ship we wish to ascertain your attitude towards 
the matters covered by these sections in the 
F.U.A. program. 

We know that you are extremely busy 
but our membership wishes to know where 
each candidate stands on these important mat¬ 
ters. Will you please study sections 22 to 35, 
and then indicate to us whether or not you 
are prepared to give your support to these 
principles if elected. 

In order to save you time, we have pre¬ 
pared an answer form which you can use to 
indicate your attitude. Will you please fill it 
in and return it to this office not later than 
June 10 if at all possible. It is our intention 
after that time to publish in our magazine a 
list of all candidates who have indicated general 
support of the farmers’ program. We would 
like to see your name included in that list. 

We are looking forward to hearing from 
you at an early date. 

Yours very truly, 

FARMERS’ UNION OF ALBERTA 
Henry Young, president 

HY/pm 

/Enel. 


RETURNS BY CONSTITUENCIES 

CONSTITUENCY ANSWER REMARKS 

Acadia-Coronation 

Hon. C. E. Gerhart.— Non-committal — Favors some points but does not state which. 

L. E. Reiman — Will support Program — Favors any requests made by Organized Groups. 

Alexandra «. 


Hon. Anders Aalborg — Non committal — Will give consideration. 

Mrs. Lois Karlsson — Will give general support 

Athabaska 

John E. Appleby — Will give 100% support — Favors our objectives as outlined in our 
Program. 


Banff-Cochrane 

F. L. Gainer — Will give general support — States most of our Program is strict common 
sense. 

Bruce 

Mrs. John Zaseybida — Will support Program — Favors “Parity for Agriculture”, interest¬ 
ed in farmers getting their fair share of the National Income. 

Calgary 

Paul Brecken — Non committal — Favors some points but does not state which. 

, H. H. Cush Appreciates the background thinking that prompted the sections. 

Geo. E. Ellenson — Will support Program — Will give consideration. 
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Paul J. Katzalay — Will support Program — Favors protection of farmers in the Agri¬ 
cultural Industry. 

H. J. Macdonald — Non committal — Considers Program sound. 

J. Grant MacEwan — Will support Program for the most part — No remarks. 

Arthur R. Smith — Non committal — Favors some points. 

Camrose 

Archie Olstad — Will support Program — 100 percent support. 

Cardston 
Clover Bar 

Martin L. Reynolds — Will support Program — Favors Farm Program. 

Cypress 

Didsbury 

Drumheller 

Gordon E. Taylor Answer follows the wishes of the people. 

Edmonton 

Edgar J. Bailey — Basically yes — General Ideas are sound. 

Robert L. Bower Cannot give a carte blanche endorsation of our 

policy—in agreement with some of the provisions 

Mary R. Crawford — Will support Program — Special emphasis on F.U.A. Policy re Mar¬ 
keting Boards and electric power for farms. 

Ivor G. Dent — Supports Program — Re No. 25 change Health Insurance to State 
Medicine and Hospitalization. 

Lois Grant — Will assist in promoting any measures feasible and practical which will 
strengthen and promote Agriculture. 

Abe W. Miller — Will support Program — Agrees in principle with sections. 

J. L. Payment — Full co-operation in our Program. 

Elmer E. Roper — Will support Program — These are matters we have been supporting 
in the Legislature. 

• Art E. Thornton — Will support Program — Many of these sections read like C.C.F. Policy. 

Edson • 

Gleichen 

Grande Prairie < 

P, G, Galway — Favors export of natural gas. 

J. A. Hughson — Will support Program — General support for sections 22 to 35, 

Grouard 

J. R. Desfosses — Will support Program — Wholly behind all sections 22 to 35. 

C. R. Clark — Will support Program. 

Hand Hills 

Arthur D. Brown — Will support Program — In general agreement with our Program — 
work for the good of the farmers. 

Lacombe 

E. J. Ingram — Will support Program — This the Program the C.C.F. has fought for in 
the Legislature for many years. 

Lac Ste Anne 

H. E. Bronson — Will support Program — Favors items mentioned without significant 
discrepancy on any point. 

A. M. Montemurro — Has always worked for the benefit of farmers and will continue to 
do so. 

Leduc 

Andrew Borys — Will support Program — Has advocated such Policy for some time and 
is prepared to support it further. 

Lethbridge 

James E. Helwig — Will support Program — Favors assistance to young farmers and 
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says this is a must for future of the Agriculture industry. 

Clifford J. Black — Will give general support — Opposes any compulsion in any legislation 
that would force agriculture producers to market that prodluce in any form set by law. 

Little Bow 1 

Norman Scotney — Will support Program — Assistance to young farmers isthe main 
plank on his platform—Opposes section34, favors export of gas. 

Macleod 
Medicine Hat 

Karl L. Brucker — Will support Program 100 percent — In fullest agreement. 

Okotoks-High River 

Ross L. Ellis — Non-committal — Agrees in principle with most of Program. 

Olds 

Peace River 

S. D. Simpson — Will support Program. 

Pembina 

Martin Felstad — Heartily endorses Program — Will do his best to promote Program. 

Pincher Creek - Crows Nest 
Ponoka 

J. W. Lee — Will support Program — Favors all Sections. 

Red Deer 

Auburn C. Pye — Will support Program — Favors all sections. 

Redwater 

H. J. Leskiw — Will support Program — Says sections concerned are part of C.C.F. Plat¬ 
form and believes in them. 

Alfred Macyk — Will support Program — Says he will help to form F.U.A. Policy 

Program. 

Frank Maricle — Will support Program —Stands for Provincial Government to pay 90% 
of cost of education from oil revenue. 

Rocky Mountain House 
St. Paul 

R. Reireson — Yes, with reservations — Favors everything that lends itself to prosperity. 
Spirit River 

R. G. Thomlinson — Will support Program — Says practically all points have been C.C.F. 
Policy for years. 

E. J. Harrington — Will support Program — Practically all your program is in the Lib¬ 
eral Platform. 

Stettler 

Morten H. Neilson — Will support Program — Believes Provincial Government should as¬ 
sume all costs exceeding 20 mills for elementary and secondary education and Hospital 
taxes combined. 

Stony Plain 

John Evjen — Will support Program — In full agreement with all sections. 

Taber 

Vegreville 

Stan Ruzycki — Will support Program — Firmly believes that farmers’ proposals are very 
important in stabilizing our economy. 

Vermilion 

R. J, Whitson — Will support Program — Will definitely support sections 22 to 35. 

Metro Meronyk — Will support Program — Demands are fair and reasonable. 

Wain wright 1 

James Jackson — Will support Program — Favors Union Policy. 

E. P. Taylor — He believes Provincial Legislature should use its influence on Federal Gov¬ 
ernment to forward implementation of Federal section of F.U.A. Program. Particu¬ 
larly the Program’s demand for Parity Prices and a new Trade Policy. 

Warner 

John I. Evans — Will support Program — No remarks. 

Wetaskiwin 

Morris Jevne — Will support Program — Recommendations of any organized group should 
act as a guide to any reasonablo member. 

Willingdon 

Nick Dushenski — Will support Program — No remarks. 
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Open Forum 

\ Letters for publication in the Open Forum must be S 
brief. Pen names may be used if desired, but the ) 
]> name of the sender must accompany the letter. The ) 
<’ Editor reserves the right to condense any letter to ? 
<' conform to space limitations. The F.U.A. does not ? 
endorse or accept any responsibility, for opinions < 
expressed under this heading. v 

Dear Sir: 

Just a few comments on your April issue. 

Mr. Bevington’s article on “The Farmers’ Mar¬ 
keting Problem” is very good and I would suggest 
to all locals to discuss this matter of a National Mar¬ 
keting Board. 

In the meantime what’s the matter with the far¬ 
mers in not supporting the organizations they have 
already set up. Our organized farmers of long ago 
would have imaginations that with the various or¬ 
ganizations now in existance their problems would 
have been solved. 

What’s the matter with getting behind the organi¬ 
zations they have already and making them work? 

Our genial Don Clayton of the Canada Packers 
has stolen all the show away from the A.L.C. which 
is still alive but seems very feeble. Our Alberta 
Wheat Pool is better but rarely holding its own, our 
various Co-op stores in precarious shape, our Co-op 
Implements needs support right away. We kick 
about the high price of implements and have not the 
brains to support our own company. 

In my estimation the farmers have everything 
they need if they would only suport it.' They don’t 
even support their own organization’s demands when 
they go to vote-. Perhaps it is as well that they'don’t, 
Mr. Editor, or they would soon become too powerful. 

Old Timer. 


-REPORT ON OTTAWA DELEGATION 

By Henry Young 

Have just returned from Ottawa where I took 
part in a delegation from the Interprovincial Farm 
Union Council. Our delegation consisted of Chris 
Hanson, President of the Saskatchewan Farmers’ 
Union, James Patterson, President of the Manitoba 
Farmers’ Union and myself representing the F.U.A. 
Unfortunately Mr. Cormack, President of the Ontar¬ 
io Farmers’ Union was not able to be present. 

Our purpose in this presentation was to stress the 
main problems which face Canadian farmers, though 
of course we dealt with other matters also. These 
main points are the question of Parity for Agricul¬ 
ture and Crop Insurance. 

We had a very good reception by the Agriculture 
Committee. Our hearing lasted through two sesions 
and took all of a day. Keen interest was shown by 
various members. The Committee I might say, con¬ 


sists of some 60 members drawn from all parties in 
the House of Commons. 

Following our sessions with the Committee we 
spent three days in Ottawa interviewing various 
Ministers and members of different parties. Meeting 
Mr. Howe, we urged the continuation of the present 
initial payments on grain for the 1955 crop and an 
immediate announcement of the same. We had a con¬ 
ference with Mr. Gardiner regarding extension of the 
P.F.A.A. into more of a crop insurance plan. This is 
still going to require a lot of work to put over. 

On this trip we got good publicity. Unfortunately 
May 23rd, the day of our presentation, was a holiday 
for all except Parliament, so no reporters from the 
Ottawa papers were present. However our brief got 
the main headlines in the Montreal Gazette which 
had a reporter on the job. We were interviewed by 
radio men representing the National association of 
private stations, and each of us had four minutes on 
their programs. We also had a brief interview on tele¬ 
vision. These were all arranged for by Mr. Connolley 
our public relations representative in Ottawa. 

On the whole I would say a worthwhile delega¬ 
tion. It is all a part of getting the farmers case across 
to people in other occupations and in the other areas 
of Canada. That job has never been done in any ade¬ 
quate way so far. 


U.G.G. OFFERS FARM SCHOOL BURSARIES 

Three bursaries will be provided by United Grain 
Growers Ltd. again this year to assist young Alberta 
farm people to attend Schools of Agriculture and 
Home Economics. The bursaries will be available as 
follows — one at Fairview, one at Vermilion and one 
at Olds. 

• \ 

The bursaries will be available to any young per¬ 
son living on a farm, who is 17 years of age or older, 
and must be used for the school term which will com¬ 
mence some time next October. A committee appoint¬ 
ed by the Provincial Department of Agriculture will 
be established to evaluate the candidates and to re¬ 
commend to United Grain Growers Ltd. to whom the 
bursaries should be awarded. In recommending the 
awards the committee will consider the following 
factors — academic achievement, interest in junior 
and community activities, leadership ability and need 
for assistance. Primarily the bursaries are intended 
to help those who could not otherwise attend a School 
of Agriculture, but through their participation in 
community activities have proven themselves worthy 
of assistance. 

Application forms are available through the of¬ 
fice of District Agriculturists, District Home Econo¬ 
mists, and Fieldmen of the U.G.G., or may be obtain¬ 
ed upon writing to the offices of United Grain 
Growers Ltd., at Calgary. Applications will be con¬ 
sidered until August 15th. 
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Farmers Union of Alberta 


10128 - 98th Street 

EXECUTIVE: 

President — Henry Young, Millet. 

Viee-Pres. — Carl J. Stimpfle, Egremont. 

Mrs. W. C. Taylor, Wainwright 

A. B. Wood, Dewberry. 

Archie Hogg, High River 

F.W.U.A. President — Mrs. C. T. Armstrong, 
2113 - 29th Avenue, S.W., Calgary. 


Edmonton, Alberta 

F.W.U.A. EXECUTIVE: 

President — Mrs. C. T. Armstrong, 

2113 - 29th Avenue, S.W., Calgary. 
1st Vice-President — Mrs. Olive Douglass, Vulcan. 
2nd Vice-President — Mrs. D. Mathison, Dewberry 

JUNIOR EXECUTIVE: 

President — Walter Scheidt, Didsbury. 

1st Vice-Pres. — Elizabeth Lowe, Vegreville. 
2nd Vice-Pres. — Paul Calon, Michichi. 
Executive Member—Harold Schielke, Carstairs. 


District F. U. A. 

1. Uri Powell, Sexsmith 

2. H. P. Marquardt, High Prairie 

3. Clare Anderson, Freedom 

4. Alfred Macyk, Sprucefield 

5. Charles Seeley, Cherhill 

6. S. A. Sanford, Vegreville 

7. Mrs. Mildred G. Redman, Hardisty 

8. W. R. Hansel, Gadsby 

9. G. L. Pritchard, R.R. 2, Wetaskiwin 

10. F. Johnson, Red Deer 

11. James A. Cameron, Youngstown 

12. James Derrick, High River 

13. Anders H. Anderson, Box 327, Med. Hat 

14. Arnold W. Platt, 714-7 St. S., Lethbridge 
B.C. Block: Mrs. W. Velander, Dawson Creek 
VETERANS’ SECTION: Chairman: R. E. G. Armstrong, Parkland; Secretary 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS - 

F. W. U. A. , 

Mrs. Sidney Drysdale, Clairmont 
Mrs. Sam Simpson, Fairview 
Mrs. Hilda Beach, Westlock 
Mrs. N. Stenberg, Thorhild 
Mrs. Jack Harrold, R. R. 8, Edmonton 
Mrs. N. Iftody, Willingdon 
Mrs. Henry Ruste, Wainwright 
Mrs. Cecil Keast, Viking 
Mrs. F. A. Sissons, Clive 
Mrs. F. D. Stevenett, Innisfail 
Mrs. Russell Johnston, Helmsdale 
Mrs. W. Lawrence, R.R. 1, High River 
Mrs. Sam Alberts, Brooks 
Mrs. M. B. Pharis, Magrath 


JUNIOR F. U. A. 

Patsy Carty, Beaverlodge 
Norris Nordin, Enilda 

Raymond Kwasny, Sprucefield 
Sharlene Fuhr, Stony Plain 
Aubrey Marler, Bremner 
D. Christopherson, Wainwright 
Calvin Ross, Forestburg 
Robert Luce, R.R. 4, Ponoka 
Walter Scheidt, Didsbury 
George Doupe, Oyen 
Hartley McDonald, Vulcan 
Gordon Swanson, Scandia 
Ray Long, Spring Coulee 
Dora Nelson, Dawson Creek 
E. Gill, Irvine. 


EDITORIALS 


THE HOUR OF OPPORTUNITY FOR 
ALBERTA FARMERS 

In the election now upon us, we are not con¬ 
cerned with what political party a candidate is nomi¬ 
nated by. What we are concerned with is whether 
or not he or she will support the program of the 
Farmers’ Union. We are suggesting to all our mem¬ 
bers that they pay particular attention to this point, 
rather than to the party label a candidate may wear. 

We have a program which has been adopted by 
successive Annual Conventions. It is not perfect, but 
it does embody much of the best thought of the ac¬ 
tual grassroots farmers of Alberta. The F.U.A. has a 
paid-up membership of over 40,000 farm families. 
This, it is safe to say is probably ten times as much as 
the paid-up rural membership of any political party 
in Alberta. Our members have a right to know where 
each candidate stands on the F.U.A. Program before 
they cast their votes. Then, if F.U.A. members and 
other farmers wish to have the farmers program put 
into effect, it will be up to them to elect candidates 
who can be trusted to support it. 

In every election, a lot of heat is worked up by- 
politicians over more or less spurious issues. That is 


often done to distract public attention from the real 
issues. To us, the Technicalities raised by Mr. Prowse 
and the Government’s precipitate response are no 
real issue at all. If there is an issue here, it is a legal 
one which will have to fought out in the Courts. To 
try and make an election issue out of it is not fair 
to Alberta people. 

To farmers the real issue is whether the members 
we elect to the Legislature will do the job we want 
done. That can only be ensured by the election of 
members from the rural areas who can be relied upon 
to support their people rather than their party. 

In order to get information for Union members, 
we have circularized all candidates for rural ridings 
in the Provincial election, and asked them to state 
whether or not they will, if elected, support the 
F.U.A. Program. Their replies as far as received, are 
printed in this issue of the Organized Farmer. We 
suggest that you study them before Election Day. 

This is the hour of opportunity for Alberta farm¬ 
ers. The Farm Vote controls almost every Provincial 
Constituency except Calgary and Edmonton and per¬ 
haps Red Deer. There are many excellent candidates 
in the running representing all political parties. If 
farmers will vote regardless of party for candidates 
who support the F.U.A. Program we shall have good 
representation and it will not matter much which 
party is in power. It is time for farmers to use their 
heads and act in their own interests. 
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RAFTERS 
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LUMBER 
DEALER 
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Barns 

Garages 
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Buildings 


PRE - ENGINEERED 

Here’s the answer to your build 
ing problems ... whether they be 
bams, machine sheds or chicken 
houses. Timber-Rib rafters, en¬ 
gineered and manufactured in 
our plant, come to you ready to 
erect. 

LAMINATED 

STRENGTH 

Timber-Rib rafters are laminated 
.... giving added strength and 
longer life. Glued laminated raft¬ 
ers eliminate posts, leaving clear 
floor space. 



LOW COST 

Compared to other types of construction, Timber-Rib 
rafters can save you up to Yz in costs . . . Hundreds of 
farmers throughout the West have proved this in recent 
years. 


Write for our sales folder, specify type of build¬ 
ing, width, height and length interested in, with¬ 
out obligation and let us show you how we can 
save you money. 


MANUFACTURERS OF LAMINATED TIMBER RIBS 

EASILY-ERECTED arches — beams 


Our Timber Costly delays due to material 
Ribs also ideal shortages or labor disputes are 
for curling eliminated because Timber-Rib 
rinks . .. many rafters are easily and simply 
are in u s e erected .. . you can do it your- 
throughout the self in a few days time and 
west. your building is ready for use. 



A DIVISION OF 


STEIN STRUCTURES LTD. 


Depot 2, 10717 -142 St. 


EDMONTON, ALBERTA 


Phone 83467 
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F.tJ.A. Broadcasts 

BROADCAST NO. 7 (Continued) 

Our Farm Union policy calls for a two-price 
system on all Canadian farm products. First 
we want a Parity Price on all such products 
consumed in Canada. Why should we not have 
this? When farmers buy goods in Canada they 
must pay a price based upon all the costs of 
production in this country. When we sell our 
produce for use in Canada why should we take 
a price based on the market in England, Bel¬ 
gium, or Japan? Our costs of production are 
determined here. Our customers here are on a 
Canadian standard of living. We should have 
a Canadian price for Canadian farm products 
used in Canada. 

In times of abundant production this would 
mean that the price within Canada would be 
higher than in world markets. On the other 
hand in times of scarcity and high world prices 
the domestic price would still remain on a 
Parity basis, thus the consumer would be pro¬ 
tected against wild fluctuations in food prices 
and the producer would get a fair deal. 

On the surplus over domestic needs our 
policy calls for a floor price to prevent prices 
falling to calamity levels. With the exception 
of wheat, we have never any great surplus of 
any product here in Canada. Wheat is our main 
export product. A floor price at a moderate 
level will give stability to our whole economy. 
In most years it will not cost the country one 
cent. 

This is the Farm Union policy. It is not easy 
to put it across. Powerful forces are against 
Parity for agriculture. Organized labor is on 
our side but big business is opposed. One thing 
is sure. Unless farmers take an active interest 
in these matters which concern them so vitally, 
no one else will do it for them. 

Our delegation will soon be going east to 
appear before the Agricultural Committee of 
the House of Commons. This question of Parity 
will !be the main theme of our presentation to 
them. We have got to get the facts of the farm¬ 
ers’ position across to the members of Parlia¬ 
ment. To do it, we must have the backing of 
all farmers. Those who are not behind the 
Union are standing in their own light. 


F.U.A. BROADCAST NO. 8 

We were very disapointed to hear that an election 
had been called in Alberta. Things were going quite 
nicely. We held a meeting on May 9th between the 
F.U.A. Executive and a group of the Government 
members of the Legislature. At this meeting we had 
a very interesting discussion on matters of F.U.A. 


policy. This was the first time since U.F.A. days that 
such a meeting had been held and I think a better 
understanding "was reached. 

Two .days later, on the 11th, Mr. Marler and I 
appeared before the Agricultural Committee of the 
Alberta Legislature to discuss the new Marketing 
Act which was then before the Legislature. The hear¬ 
ing was not finished that morning, and we were 
asked to return at 3 p.m. Before that time Mr. Prowse 
had made his now famous charges in the Legislature 
which Mr. Manning described as “Trivial and Irres¬ 
ponsible”. Yet, within another day the Premier an¬ 
nounced that he would call an immediate election. 
Thus the Marketing Act and other legislation which 
we were interested in have been postponed indefin¬ 
itely, as we have no assurance so far that they will 
be proceeded with if the Government is re-elected. 

As far as the organized farmers of Alberta are 
concerned an election at this time is all to the bad. 
We were making definite progress. The position is 
now, that if the Government gets the vote of confi¬ 
dence that it is demanding, then it will be much more 
independent and tougher to deal with than if the 
election was still ahead. Governments with a large 
majority and an election behind them always feel 
mighty independent. On the other hand, of course, 
if the election seriously weakens the Government, 
they may be easier to deal with. 

Another bad feature of this unnecessary election 
is the cost involved. The Legislature was elected for 
five years. An election in Alberta costs about half 
a million dollars, or about one hundred thousand 
dollars per year. Since the Legislature had more than 
two years still to run an election now, involves the 
loss of two hundred thousand dollars. Not much of 
course, in a Province like Alberta, but far too much 
to waste on something entirely unnecessary. 

In the election campaign which is now upon us, 
the F.U.A. is strictly neutral as between parties. 
However, we are concerned that the members elected 
from rural constituencies, (regardless of what party 
they belong to) shall be supporters of the F.U.A. 
program. In our membership of 62,000 we have 
staunch members of all political parties. We urge all 
such members to go to nominating conventions and 
try to get men nominated who are prepared to sup¬ 
port our policy. I know that this unexpected and 
hurried campaign will make this difficult, as most 
farmers cannot take time from the seeding. Conse¬ 
quently, most nominations will be made by a hand¬ 
ful of people hurriedly called together. However, 
do your best. If you can get F.UA. supporters nomi¬ 
nated by each party in rural ridings it will not matter 
much who wins. 

Another suggestion we are making to our Locals 
is that they arrange at an early date, for non-parti- 
zan public meetings at central points. To these meet¬ 
ings, all candidates in the riding should be invited, 
and given equal time to state their views, together 
with a question period. At such meetings, all candi¬ 
dates must be treated courteously and no abuse per¬ 
mitted. However, they should be called upon to state 



No. 6, June, 1955 


THE ORGANIZED FARMER 


Page 11 


their attitude on the F.U.A. program. If any candi¬ 
date refuses to attend a meeting of this kind, we may 
conclude that he or she would not make a good rep¬ 
resentative for farmers. 

Meetings of this kind are far superior to the old- 
fashioned one-sided political nteeting where one 
party is praised and all others are damned. A joint 
meeting gives the public a chance to size up the vari¬ 
ous candidates in action. It cuts out the usual mud- 
slinging and fairy tales, and keeps the candidates 
down to principles. The public loves a joint meeting. 
On the other hand, the old-fashioned political meeting 
is usually attended only by the candidate, the janitor, 
and a handful of supporters. 

We suggest that Locals get busy at once on the 
calling of non-partizan pubic meetings and invite 
-.all candidates early in the campaign. Let us show 
that the F.U.A. is on the job. 


F.U.A. BROADCAST NO. 9 

The Interprovincial Farm Union Council has sent 
a delegation to present the farmers case to the Agri¬ 
cultural Committee of the House of Commons. This 
is a very important opportunity to tell the Committee 
and through them the House of Commons and the 
Press what must be done to give a fair deal to Agri¬ 
culture. In our Brief, we are laying particular stress 
on two matters, Parity for Canadian Agriculture 
and Crop Insurance. These are the two most import¬ 
ant matters facing western farmers. Unless we can 
get a price level for farm products established in re¬ 
lation to farm costs, then the outlook for Canadian 
Agriculture and all those dependent on it is dim. 

The position of Canadian farmers is steadily 
growing more difficult. On the one hand, costs of all 
kinds including taxes, wages, machinery, etc., have 
been advancing steadily, while on the other hand, 
farm prices have been declining for three years. 
The most recent instance of this, is the final payment 
on wheat for the 1953 crop which is 26c per bushel 
lower than for the previous year. We have simply 
got to get across to the Canadian people that farm 
prices must bear some relation to costs. 

The widespread crop damage last year has 
brought the question of Crop Insurance' to the front. 
We suggest that the P..FA.A. be made over into a 
real Crop Insurance plan to cover all farmers and all 
kinds of chop damage. Next week I shall report on 
what we did in Ottawa. 

I n last week’s Broadcast, I made some reference 
to the Alberta election which has been thrust upon us. 
I want to mention again our suggestion to the Locals, 
in regard to joint meetings for political candidates. 
If you are going to do this, there is no time to lose. 
Locals should make immediate arrangements to call 
some public meetings at central points in their con¬ 


stituency and invite all the candidates to attend. Each 
candidate should be assured of equal time and a fair 
hearing. If any candidate is unwilling to attend a 
non-partisan public meeting called by the F.U.A. he 
is not entitled to any support from farmers. 

Meetings such as this are a departure from the 
party idea. I think that they are in line with modern 
ideas.* The average citizen today, is heartily sick of 
the party system. That is why so few people today 
take any part in politics. In carrying on the old pol¬ 
itical game with the old rules, our politicians are 40 
years behind the times. Men imbued with the party 
spirit see no good in other parties and nothing wrong 
with their own. Under the drive of Partizanship, men 
forget their principles and put Party before country. 
Those in power, villify those who seek office and are 
themselves villified in turn. We have a good example 
of this in Alberta right now, where an unnecessary 
election has been brought on just through political 
parties jockeying for political advantage. 

In our Legislatures and Parliament, where the 
party system is in full control, issues are rarely de¬ 
cided on their merits. If the Government proposes 
something, then the opposition must oppose it. If the 
opposition parties make a motion, then the Govern¬ 
ment members must oppose it, regardless of it’s 
merits. 

Public disgust with the party system is the basic 
reason why so few people take much interest in public 
affairs. In the last Provincial election, only 55% of 
the eligible voters turned out to vote. That in itself, 
shows a trend that is very dangerous to democracy. 

It is questionable if we need the political party 
system at all to carry on Government today. We have 
no political parties on Municipal or City Councils 
and these bodies carry on quite successfully without 
parties. In fact, they do better than our Legislatures 
because they do not waste time jockeying for politi¬ 
cal advantage. Consequently, they deal with each 
matter on it’s merits, and get a lot of business done 
in a short time. Personally, I think it is time we ab¬ 
olished political parties as far as Provincial Legisla¬ 
tures are concerned. Provincial lawmaking could be 
done better if it were put on a business basis rather 
than a party basis. If this were done we would find 
far more people of the best type ready and willing 
to take part in public affairs. 

We, in the F.U.A. believe that every citizen should 
take an active part in public affairs. .We are inter¬ 
ested in getting results regardless of party. We have 
a program of our own. This program should be put 
before every rural candidate in the coming election 
and he should be asked to declare where he stands 
with regard to it. If he is not prepared to support 
the farmers program, then, he would not be a safe 
bet to vote for. There is no sense in voting for party 
labels or electing members who will not support 
farmers’ interests. 
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The Ottawa Brief 

Presented to the Agricultural Committee 
of the House of Commons by the Interprovincial 
Farm Union Council delegation, May 23, 1955. 

* * * 

As spokesman for more than 200,000 farm 
men and women who are members of the farm 
unions of Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, 
Alberta and the Peace Riyer Block of British 
Columbia, we wish first of all to voice our ap¬ 
preciation of the privilege of presenting the 
farm union viewpoint to this important Parlia¬ 
mentary body. 

This is the fourth successive year in which 
the Interprovincial Farm Union Council has 
appeared before the House of Commons Stand¬ 
ing Committee on Agriculture and Colonization. 
As on previous occasions, our submission is con¬ 
fined chiefly to those items referred by the 
House to the Committee for special study; 
Namely, grain marketing and handling prob¬ 
lems as contained in the reports of the Cana¬ 
dian Wheat Board and the Board of Grain 
Commissioners. 

But, to support our specific recommenda¬ 
tions on these matters, we wish first to deal 
in a general way with the- economic position 
of the agricultural industry. And, later in our 
submission, we would ask your indulgence to 
present our viewpoint on some items that bear 
a close relationship to those under study. 
Economic Position of Agricuture 

For the past two years, the farm unions 
have been calling attention to the continued 
decline in price of farm products in a period 
during which most farm costs have remained 
as high as ever. 

Our warnings that the widening gap be¬ 
tween farm income and costs threatens the 
stability of the whole agricultural economy 
have not been heeded. There has been a tend¬ 
ency on the part of governments as well as in¬ 
dividuals to argue that gross income from above¬ 
normal crops indicated that agriculture was 
prosperous. That argument received a rough 
jolt last year when it became apparent that 
farm income was so unstable that it could not 
withstand even one year of poor crops. 

The final D.B.S. figures on 1954 farm in¬ 
come underline that fact. They show that net 
farm income dropped to $1,125,600,000, or 
more than 30 percent below the $1,669,600,000 
net farm income for 1953, and substantially 
below the post-war average of $1,611,600,000. 
Gross farm income declined almost 20 percent 
in 1954. Moreover, net farm income in 1954 
was only slightly more than half the net farm 


income of $2,154,500,000 in the peak year, 
1951. 

Meantime, farm operating costs in 1954 
were only two percent under those of 1953, 
and only five percent lower than in 1951, 

Admittedly 1951 was a top year for Cana¬ 
dian farmers, but even then we would point 
out that only about 11 percent of the national 
income went to agriculture, while some 20.8 
percent of the population were working on 
the land. The figures for 1954 indicate that 20 
percent of the population were engaged in 
agriculture but received only nine percent of 
the national income. 

Although part of the tremendous drop in 
agricultural income last year was caused by 
crop losses on the Prairies, this situation was 
only partially responsible. But it does empha¬ 
size the essentially hazardous nature of Prairie 
agriculture and the need for measures that will 
give farmers assurance of some measure of 
security. 

There is Abundant evidence that Canadian 
farmers in recent years have found it increas¬ 
ingly difficult to maintain their farming oper¬ 
ations. Figures of increased farm debt would 
substantiate this. On the one hand, farm costs 
have pyramided as the price of most of the 
goods and services the farmer requires con¬ 
tinue to climb, and debt charges, salaries, taxes 
and profits increase. On the other hand, prices 
for nearly all farm products have dropped 
steadily over the past four years. Only the in¬ 
creased efficiency of Canadian farmers has 
enabled them to carry on so far without a 
major collapse. The ability to increase produc¬ 
tion, particularly in the case of cereal crops, is 
due largely to mechanization. But it must not 
be forgotten that mechanization has saddled 
the farmer with added costs and created the 
necessity for increased cash income to pay for 
machinery, fuel and repairs. 

But it is increasingly apparent, and, we be¬ 
lieve that there is growing recognition that the 
costs have now overtaken the benefits of in¬ 
creased efficiency derived through mechaniza¬ 
tion. 

In our opinion the time to establish a proper 
relationship between farm costs and prices is 
even now overdue. Unless definite and ener¬ 
getic measures are undertaken immediately, 
the consequences are likely to bring disaster 
both upon farmers and upop all those who de¬ 
pend upon agricultural prosperity, either di¬ 
rectly or indirectly. 

Proper Farm Price-Cost Relationship: 

Every^other industry in Canada is protected 
by tariffs or agreements of various kinds. Or¬ 
ganized labor has protected its position by col- 



No. 6, June, 1955 


THE ORGANIZED FARMER 


Page 13 


dustry. Industry takes advantage of tariff pro¬ 
tection and price maintenance agreements of 
various kinds. These various expedients have 
placed other industries and labor groups in a 
more favorable position than that occupied 
by agriculture. More important, they have 
raised agricultural production costs to the point 
where they cannot, in some cases, meet world 
competition, thus restricting export markets 
for some farm products. 

For many years Canadian farmers advo¬ 
cated complete free trade, and if given that, 
offered to produce in competition with all the 
world. This offer was spurned by Canadian 
Industry which insisted on protection. Since 
that is now the accepted policy of Canada, we 
contend that Canadian farmers are entitled 
to equivalent benefits in some effective form. 

New Agricultural Policy Needed: 

We contend that Canada should adopt a 
new national agricultural policy, that will es¬ 
tablish a fair relationship between farm prices 
and farm costs. To accomplish this, we recom¬ 
mend that prices for all farm products sold on 
domestic markets be fixed at parity — that is, 
at levels in line with the prices of the goods 
and services farmers must buy in the Canadian 
market in order to continue production. In ad¬ 
dition, we urge the establishment of adequate 
floor prices for all farm products sold on ex¬ 
port markets. The present agricultural price 
support legislation is neither sufficiently wide 
nor definite enough to meet this latter require¬ 
ment. Therefore, we recommend that the price 
floor legislation be extended to cover all ex¬ 
port farm commodities, with a fixed formula 
setting out the amount of the floor price, for 
each farm commodity. 

Under this policy, our main export, wheat, 
would command parity prices from millers and 
other domestic users, and equitable floor prices 
for the export balance. But the same policy, 
we maintain, should be applied to other prin¬ 
cipal farm products such as coarse grains, 
beef, bacon, cheese, poultry meats and eggs, 
as well as fruits. Full-scale production should 
be encouraged except in the case of temporary 
surpluses when the application of production 
and/or marketing quotas might be considered 
advisable. 

It may be argued that the establishing of 
Parity basis for Canadian Agriculture would 
e difficult. That may be so, but it is not im¬ 
possible. We contend that it must be done both 
in justice to the farmer and for the stability 
of the nation. In a country like Canada an un¬ 
stable agriculture is a menace to the prosperity 
of all. If tariff protection or subsidies or both 
are necessary in order to establish Agricultural 


used for the benefit of other and less important 
industries. 

Once again let us emphasize that this ques¬ 
tion of a proper price relationship is the No. 1 
Problem of Canadian Agriculture. No dealing 
Parity, we want to remind you that both are 
with trifles will solve it. Until it is solved there 
can be no permanent prosperity for farmers or 
for Canada. 

The Interprovincial Farm Union Council 
most strongly urges you, as representatives of 
the Parliament of Canada, not to hesitate in 
supporting this forward step in our expanding 
twentieth century economy to place agriculture 
on a par with other Canadian industries and 
groups. 

Enquiry into Grain Handling and Grading: 

It is now 25 years since the last full investi¬ 
gation into all phases of grain handling, grading 
and other matters that come under the pro¬ 
visions of the Canada Grain Act. Big changes 
in handling methods have taken place in that 
time. Furthermore, there is some feeling among 
farmers that administration of the Act, origin¬ 
ally passed to protect them, today favors the 
grain companies. Under these circumstances, 
we feel that a Royal Commission should be set 
up to enquire closely into all aspects of grain 
handling. The findings of such a Commission 
should form the basis for necessary amend¬ 
ments to the Canada Grain Act to ensure that 
its original purpose is carried out. 

Some of the ponits on which the farm unions 
have expressed particular dissatisfaction may 
be listed as follows: 

(a) Box j Car distribution: Farmers general¬ 
ly resent the policy followed by the railways 
during congested periods of allocating box-cars 
on the basis of one-elevator-one-box-car. They 
want to establish a workable basis to enable 
farmers to deliver grain to the elevator of their 
choice. Accordingly, farmers want provisions 
inserted in the Canada Grain Act whereby they 
may state their delivery preference to the Board 
of Grain Commissioners, who, in turn, will be 
authorized to determine an annual cycle of car 
distribution for each delivery point and to noti¬ 
fy the elevator and railways of such cycle. 

(b) Delivery quotas: Although farmers 
favor a system of grain delivery quotas while 
congestion exists, they feel that the whole 
matter bears investigation, and that at all single¬ 
elevator points at least, growers should be per¬ 
mitted alternate delivery points. To confine a 
grower to delivering to one elevator only, puts 
the farmer at the mercy .of the elevator oper¬ 
ator. This is especially true since the “subject 
to grade and dockage” provision of the Canada 
Grain Act has become practically inoperative 
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where congestion exists. Farmers believe that 
methods should be devised to make better use 
of available storage space in country elevators 
and that alternate delivery points would help 
to accomplish that purpose. 

(c) Overages in Country and Terminal Ele¬ 
vators: There is a strong feeling among grain 
growers that the proceeds from overages both 
at country and terminal elevators should be 
returned to the growers through the Wheat 
Board. We note that on account of congestion, 
only 1037 of 5130 country elevators could be 
weighed over in 1954. We also note that of those 
elevators weighed over, two-thirds showed 
overages in weight. The annual report of the 
Canadian Wheat Board for the crop year 1953- 
54, the last year of operation indicates over¬ 
ages at country and terminal elevators for that 
period to be 1,336,330 bushels. Moreover, these 
figures apply only to wheat and to overages 
on weight .To get the complete picture of total 
grain overages, it would be necessary to calcu¬ 
late what we suspect may amount to an even 
greater loss to producers in the form of over¬ 
ages on grade for wheat, and in addition to 
add the overages in 'both weight and grade for 
the coarse grains handled. On past occasions 
we have noted the relucance of the Board of 
Grain Commissioners to make complete inform¬ 
ation available as to grades of grain received 
by various companies at local delivery points 
and the out-turn grades by some companies, 
including the condition of such grain, makes 
it impossible to check the extent of grade over¬ 
ages. We have also protested that in its annual- 
report, the Board of Grain Commissioners lists 
weight shortages or overages for only the top 
grades of wheat. We would 'like to see the 
records in full included in the report, giving the 
overage or shortage position on all grades of 
wheat, from No. 1 to feed, and also on tough 
and damp wheat. 

(d) Diversion charges. The farm unions 
feel strongly that diversion charges on grain 
are not justified, more so at the present time 
when companies have at all times more grain 
available at their terminal points than they can 
possibly handle .Farmers regard diversion 
charges as an unlawful tax on their grain, 
which is paid to elevator companies for services 
they never render. 

Grade Standard For Screenings: 

Considerable evidence exists that the sale 
of a poor grade of screenings from the Lake- 
head to feeeders in Eastern Canada and the 
mixing of it with feed grain sold there is having 
a detrimental effect upon the interests of prai¬ 
rie growers. In most cases these screenings 
have been appropriated by the elevator com¬ 


panies without compensation to producers. If, 
in addition to being sold in competition with 
feed grain, poor quality screenings are being 
used to debase the quality thus injuring the 
reputation of western feed grain, the matter is 
serious. 

We are pleased that the Board of Grain 
Commissioners has taken some action to al¬ 
leviate this situation by insisting on higher 
quality No. 1 feed screenings shipped East. 
However, the farm unions believe that feed 
screenings should be graded according to ana¬ 
lysis of content, so that feeders may know what 
they are. getting and if it meets their feeding 
requirements. Further we think that mixing of 
screenings with feed grain offered for resale 
should be prohibited. 

We would also recommend once more that 
the jurisidiction of the Board of Grain Com¬ 
missioners be extended to provide for free grain 
inspection whereever required or requested by 
individual farmers who purchase feed grains 
at eastern points. In this way eastern buyers 
would be assured that proper grade standards 
are being maintained. 

We would recommend, further, that all feed 
screenings become the property of the Canadian 
Wheat Board and the net proceeds be distribut¬ 
ed to producers. 

Wheat Board Marketing: 

Members of the Farmers’ Unions have al¬ 
ways favored the orderly marketing of farm 
products through centralized agencies. At this 
time we wish to reiterate our support of the 
orderly marketing of our grain by the Canadian 
Wheat Board. We believe that the results of 
the past two years have proved its value to 
western farmers beyond a doubt. A big majority 
of farmers favor this method of marketing and 
have no desire for the return of the open mar¬ 
ket. 

We are therefore deeply concerned about 
the ultimate outcome of the “Murphy Case”. 
While it is true that the action is directed ini¬ 
tially against the C.P.R., it is obvious that the 
main purpose is to challenge the validity of the 
Wheat Board. 

Final Price 1953-54 Wheat: 

We are rather disappointed in the final pay¬ 
ment on the 1953 wheat crop. The total of 
$1.5638 basis No. 1 Northern, seems low in 
comparison with the Wheat Board’s selling 
price of $1.70 to $1.75 throughout the year. Of 
course we realize that with the very large 
amount of wheat stored during the year, stor¬ 
age charges were unusually heavy. 

We note in the Report of the Canadian 

(Continued on Page 16) 
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Let’s look at my TIME CLOCK 


My "TIME CLOCK" is your 
electric meter. Boss Lady. It's 
as accurate as a jeweled watch. 
In fact, its bearings are tiny 
jewels. My company spends 
thousands of dollars for these 
jewels just to make sure you 
don't have to pay one cent more 
than I earn. 

Yes sir, my time clock registers 
every second I work, and it stops 
the very second you turn off the 
switch. 


There's no loafing in my book. 
You KNOW my wages are for 
services DELIVERED. 

So the next time you look over 
my time card (the electric service 
bill) think of all the appliances 
you've given me to operate and 
look at all the hours I worked 
doing it—and best of all, there's 
no guesswork — you know it's a 
bill for VALUE RECEIVED! 


Your Servant of the Century 



Calcary Power Ltd. 


HELPING TO BUILD A BETTER ALBERTA 
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Wheat Board, that carrying charges on wheat 
in store increased from $18,563,836 in the pre¬ 
vious crop year to $29,835,170 in 1953-54, an 
increase of $11,271,334. It is notable also that 
the elimination of the provision for carrying 
charges under the new I.W.A. accounted for 
almost $10,000,000 of this. 

Right here we want to call your attention 
to the fact that a Parity Price as repeatedly 
asked for by us on the 52,000,000 bushels of 
wheat used annually for human food in Canada 
would have provided funds for a final payment 
of at least 12c per bushel. 

Prairie farmers are also very concerned by 
the obvious worsening of the world marketing 
picture as indicated in Trade Minister C. D. 
Howe’s statement that U.S. wheat marketing 
programs are having “a disturbing effect on 
commercial markets”. The fact that the price 
realized for No. 1 wheat at the Lakehead dur¬ 
ing the pool period is less than two cents a 
bushel higher than the I.W.A. minimum, and 26 
cents a bushel less than for the preceding pool 
underlines the seriousness of our wheat market¬ 
ing position. The Interprovincial Farm Union 
Council belives that unless Canada is prepared 
to take further steps to correct this situation, 
the effect on our wheat economy could be dis¬ 
astrous. We believe that something more than 
aggressive salesmanship is called for. On past 
occasions the far munions have urged the Can¬ 
adian Government toaccept sterling in payment 
for wheat, and to explore the possibility of bar¬ 
ter deals. It is most unfortunate that Canada has 
delayed action along these lines until the United 
States has embarked on a similar type of pro¬ 
gram. 

We also note that in 1953-54 the Wheat 
Board paid a total of $4,384,324 in interest and 
bank charges. We are inclined to question the 
method used for financing the Wheat Board 
operations. Why should the Wheat Board or 
any national marketing board not be able to 
get direct credit from the Bank of Canada to 
finance their operations? At present the Wheat 
Board pledges our grain as security for bank 
loans, paying perhaps 31/2 or 4 percent interset. 
The Chartered Banks can then take the same 
security to the Bank of Canada and get money 
for 2 percent less. This unnecessary middle¬ 
man’s cost runs into large figures in financing 
a grain crop. We believe it should be eliminated. 
It should be noted here that all extra costs such 
as this come out of the final price received by 
the grain producers. 

World Grain Bank: 

The farm unions are in favor of renewal of 
the International Wheat Agreement, due to 


- 

terminate July 31, 1956. During negotiation 
of acceptable terms for renewing the agree¬ 
ment, we would suggest that Canada take the 
lead in pressing for the establishment of a world 
grain bank as a means of making surplus bread 
grains available to under-developed countries. 
We suggest that such a move would be a prac¬ 
tical first step toward the ultimate goal of es¬ 
tablishing a world food bank under United 
Nations auspices. Any surplus disposal plan, 
in our opinion, should follow a policy that will 
cause minimum dislocation to existing markets 
now held by the grain exporting countries. 

Producer Representation: 

Without any reflection on the present per¬ 
sonnel of the Wheat Board and Board of Grain 
Commissioners, the farm unions wish once more 
to urge the apponintment of more actual pro¬ 
ducing farmers to these bodies. These are re¬ 
quired for two reason: First, these boards 
should maintain close contact at all times with 
the farmers; second, it is important that farm¬ 
ers should feel confident that these boards are 
operating entirely in their interest. There is 
also the point that both boards, generally 
speaking, are financed by Western grain pro¬ 
ducers. As a matter of principle, these same 
producers should be represented by men of 
their own choice. 

Reorganization of Advisory Committee: 

In the opinion of the farm unions, the Ad¬ 
visory Committee of the Wheat Board has had 
little value, due largely to the fact that some 
of its members are not farmers and do not 
understand farmers’ marketing problems since 
they are resident in urban centres and have all 
their business interests there. 

We would urge that the Advisory Commit¬ 
tee be completely reorganized and that all, its 
members be producing farmers. 

P.F.A.A. and Crop Insurance: 

To farmers this matter ranks next in im¬ 
portance to the price relationship. The Rrairie 
Farm Assistance Act has been of great value 
to western farmers, especially in the marginal 
areas. However the widespread crop failure of 
1954 demonstrated that something more ade¬ 
quate is needed. 

We believe that serious and early consider¬ 
ation should be given and action taken to the 
broadening of the P.F.A.A. into an all-risk crop 
insurance plan. This should be done by the 
Federal Government with the co-operation of 
the Provincial Governments interested. Such a 
plan must provide for larger compensation for 
crop loss, and more complete coverage, so that 
any farmer losing a crop through no fault of 
his own can be compensated. 

On this basis, farmers would not object to 
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a higher levy on grain. However it should be 
emphasized that the entire cost of any crop 
insurance plan for a high-risk area such as the 
Prairie Provinces should not be levied against 
agriculture. Provincial and Federal Govern¬ 
ments should carry part of the risk, since the 
whole nation has a stake in maintaining the 
prosperity of agriculture. A drop of half-a- 
billion dollars in revenue on account of crop 
loss affects the welfare of people all over Can¬ 
ada. 

The fact that all-risk crop insurance of this 
type may necessitate amendments to the British 
North America Act should not, in our opinion, 
deter Parliament from undertaking to secure 
the changes required to provide adequate pro¬ 
tection against crop failure. 

Extension of P.F.R.A. 

Throughout the areas in which the Prairie 
Farm Rehabilitation Act applies, its achieve¬ 
ments in promoting sound land use and the 
abilities of its engineers command the confi¬ 
dence and support of farmers generally. It is 
recognized that the original purpose of P.F.R.A. 
was to combat drought and to return marginal, 
lands in the dry areas to grass. But for the past 
several years there has been a general demand 
that the boundaries within which P.F.R.A. 
operates should be extended northwards to 
take in all prairie land under cultivation and 
that its scope should be widened to include 
drainage as well as water conservation projects. 
The need for such action is underlined by re¬ 
current flooding in some sections of north-east 
and eastern Saskatchewan as well as in parts 
of Manitoba. The farm unions urge members 
of this Committee to examine carefully this in¬ 
creasingly urgent problem which today is de¬ 
priving the Prairies of harvests on some of its 
richest lands. 

Feed Grain Freight Subsidy: 

The principle of federal subsidy toassist the 
movement of feed grain from the prairies to 
feeders east of the Lakehead and west of the 
Rocky Mountains has been accepted as estab¬ 
lished practice over a considerable term of 
years. It has proved helpful to both growers 
and feeders. Consequently we deplore the re¬ 
cent reduction in these freight subsidies on feed 
grain which comes at a time when livestock 
feeders both at the West Coast and in Eastern 
Canada are operating on very narrow margins. 
The amount saved by reduction of the subsidy 
is important to feeders as it comes directly out 
of their returns. But the amount saved the fed¬ 
eral treasury is trifling in comparison with the 
expenditures of Canada as a whole, and we be¬ 


lieve that the reduction, in the name of econo¬ 
my is unwarranted. 

Canada is divided into widely separated 
areas by great natural barriers. To bridge these 
gaps, and to bring grain producers and con¬ 
sumers closer together, this freight subsidy on 
feed grain should, in our opinion, be part of 
national policy. Consequently, the farm unions 
urge that this freight subsidy should be restored 
to former levels, and maintained as part of a 
permanent program. 

SUMMARY OF MAIN RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. National Agricultural Policy 

Establishment of a new national agricultural 
policy that will guarantee farmers parity prices 
for grain and all other farm products sold on 
domestic markets, and equitable floor prices 
for all farm products sold on export markets. 
Extension of price floor legislation to cover all 
export farm commodities based on a fixed 
formula. 

2. Enquiry Into Grain Handling, etc. 

The setting up of a Royal Commission, on 
which producers will be represented, to enquire 
into all phases of grain handling, grading, mar¬ 
keting, etc., with the object of making recom¬ 
mendations for changes in the Canada Grain 
Act. Special attention to be paid to such items 
as box-car allocation; delivery quotas; grade 
and weight grain overages and mixing; diver¬ 
sion charges. 

3. Strict Grade Standards For Screenings 

Extension of Board of Grain Commissioners’ 
jurisdiction to eastern Canada to safeguard 
feed grain standards. All feed screenings to 
become the property of the Wheat Board. 

4. Wheat Board Marketing 

The Farm Unions commend the Wheat 
Board and support the principle of Board mar¬ 
keting. 

5. Financing of Marketing Boards 

National Marketing Boards should be fi¬ 
nanced directly through the Bank of Canada 
at a rate no higher than is charged to the Char¬ 
tered Banks. 

6. Overages 

Provision should be made for the return of 
all grain overages to the Wheat Board. This 
should also apply to overages in grade. 

7. Grain Quotas 

Farmers at points served by only one ele¬ 
vator to be given an alternative delivery point. 
Alternative delivery also to be permitted where 
unused space is available. 

(Continued on Page 22) 
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MEMBERSHIP RECORD MAY, 1955 



May 

Men 

to date 
Men 

May 

Women 

to date 
Women 

May 

Assoc. 

Assoc, 
to date 

May 

Juniors 

Juniors 
to date 

May 

Total 

Total 
to date 

B.C. Block _ 

8 

516 

1 

181 



1 

125 

10 

822 

District 1 _ 

3 

2,086 

1 

791 



4 

446 

8 

3,323 

District 2 _ - 

5 

2,663 

1 

983 



1 

653 

7 

4,299 

District 3 _ 

3 

2,616 

3 

912 


2 

-4 

656 

2 

4,186 

District 4 _ 

5 

3,509 

1 

1,368 



2 

1,096 

8 

5,973 

District 5 _ - - 

17 

2,782 

9 

998 



4 

709 

30 

4,489 

District 6 _ 

6 

4,523 

3 

2,147 


7 

8 

1,390 

17 

8,069 

District 7 _ _ 

18 

3,722 

8 

1,327 


1 

3 

784 

29 

5,834 

District 8 _ _ 

2 

2,947 

2 

1,038 


2 


540 

4 

4,527 

District 9 _ 

13 

3,518 

10 

.1,175 


3 

2 

705 

25 

5,401 

District 10 _ 

7 

3,639 

20 

925 

3 

15 

3 

431 

33 

5,010 

District 11 _ _ 

18 

1,643 

18 

647 

1 

9 

8 

258 

45 

2,557 

District 12 _ l_ 

-118 

2,214 

-56 

974 

_ 

8 

-20 

360 

-194 

3,556 

District 13 _ _ 

3 

873 

3 

324 

_ 

1 


161 

6 

1,349 

District 14 _ _ _ 

140 

1,607 

59 

652 

_ 

1 

22 

372 

221 

2,632 

TOTALS_ 

130 

38,858 

83 

14,444 

4 

49 

34 

8,676 

251 

62,027 


BUILDING FUND DONATIONS 


Previously acknowledged _ $35,862.95 

Craig FUA No. 1008"___ 25.00 

Bricks, Sprucefield meeting ...1- 32.00 

Bricks, Heatherdown FUA No. 553 20.00 

Brick, Mrs. B. Codd, Minburn - 1.00 

Bricks, Cassels FUA No. 1327 - 4.00 

Halfway Grove FUA No 925 - 5.00 

Three Hills FWUA No. 1018 _ 35.00 

Wilson FUA No. 1437 _:— 20.00 

Park Grove FWUA No. 609 _ 20.00 

Eastside FUA & FWUA 917 & 903 16.00 

Abee FUA No. 401_ 30.00 

Bricks, Mr. & Mrs. G. Lowe, La Glace 2.00 

Benalto FUA No. 982 _ 10.00 

Bricks, Wasel FUA No. 460 _ 28.00 

Wasel FUA No. 460 _^_ 18.00 

Coburn No. 1050 Canvassers, 

Bricks & Donation _ 46.50 

Chinook FWUA No. 1213 _20.00 

Mrs. W. C. Taylor_ 10.00 

Bricks, Maywood FUA No. 987 _ 20.00 

Eastbourn FUA No. 470 _ 25.00 

Lake Gilroy-FUA No. 783 _ 10.00 


$36,260.45 


That which is striking and beautiful is not 
always good; but that which is good is always 
beautiful.—Ninon de l’Enclos. 


Don’t be afraid of failure. There is no dis¬ 
grace in failure. The disgrace is in being afraid 
to fail.—Harry Ferguson. 


DISTRICT 6 LEADERHIP COURSES 

During the week of Feb. 28th to March 4th, a 
series of Leadership Courses were held, one per day 
in each sub-district. Bon Accord, Ardrossan, Mun- 
dare and Andrew were centres at which they were 
held. 

Many subjects of an interesting and educational 
nature were discussed, such as “How to Keep a Local 
Active”, “Public Speaking”, “Duties of Officials of 
Locals” and “Buzz Sessions”. Df great interest to 
everyone present was the tape recording taken of 
some impromptu thing everyone had said. 

Some of the instructors at the courses were: Mr. 
C. Stimpfle, Mr. S. A. Sanford, Mrs. J. Zaseybida, 
Mrs. N . J. Iftody, Mr. R. Koenig, Mr. A. Milsap and 
Mr. George Hughes. 

The courses which were held primarily for secre¬ 
taries and presidents of locals were well attended 
and hope was expressed that other such courses will 
be held again next year. 


F.U.A. DISTRICT CONVENTIONS 

District 3 — July 7th, at Barrhead 
District 4 — July 5th, at St. Paul 
District 5 — June 28th, at Sangudo 
District 6 — July 6th, at Lamont 
District 7 — July 4th, at Wainwright 
District 8 — June 3.0th, at Forestburg 
District 9 — July 8th, at Wetaskiwin 

The a/bove district conventions are yet to 
be held. All locals are urged to send one dele¬ 
gate for each 10 members or major portion 
thereof. Visitors are welcome but only the dele¬ 
gates are eligible to vote. Election of district 
officials will take place, important matters will 
be discussed and addresses from both the F.U.A. 
and F.W.U.A. Presidents will be heard. 
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Junior F.U.A. News and Views 


JUNIOR F.U.A. ANNUAL MEETING 

Jr. F.U.A. held their annual meeting on June 
6th at the University of Alberta during Farm 
Young People’s Weew. Harold Schielke, Car- 
stairs presided. Dr. E. J. Thompson, of St Ste¬ 
phen’s College brought morning thoughts and 
Mayor Hawrelak greetings from the City of 
Edmonton. The guest speaker was Hon. L. C. 
Halmrast, minister of agriculture. 

Sponsoring of a Junior farm safety program, 
donation to the Banff Leadership Course, ap- 
pointement of a F.U.A. supervisor for junior 
work and the continuation of exchange visits 
were advocated in resolutions passed at the 
meeting. 

Miss Mable Rasmuson of Gwynne, junior 
delegate to Scotland last year, showed slides 
of her trip. The junior visitors to Ontario, this 


year, Miss Della Christopherson and Paul Calon, 

showed slides taken on their trip. 

c.. 

Miss Mary Ellen Jones, Jr. F.U.A. candi¬ 
date in the Calgary Stampede Queen Contest 
was introduced. 

Walter Scheidt of Didsbury was elected 
president, Miss Elizabeth Lowe of Vegreville, 
first vice-president and Paul Calon of Michichi, 
second vice-president. Aubrey Marler of Bhem- 
ner was elected Junior director for District 6, 
Calvin Ross of Forestburg for District 8, Hart¬ 
ley McDonald of Vulcan for District 12 and 
George Doupe was re-elected Junior director 
for District 11. The Junior directors in the re¬ 
maining districts will be elected at the F.U.A. 
District conventions. 

DON’T FORGET TO VOTE JUNE 29th 


FIRE AND AUTO INSURANCE 

ON A CO-OPERATIVE BASIS 

COVERAGE FOR YOUR FARM BUILDINGS, CONTENTS, LIVESTOCK, GRAIN, FARM 
IMPLEMENTS, TRACTORS, AUTOMOBILES AND TRUCKS 

BECOME A MEMBER TODAY BY INSURING WITH YOUR 

CO-OPERATIVE FIRE AND CASUALTY COMPANY 

HEAD OFFICE — 301 CO-OP BLOCK, REGINA, SASKATCHEWAN 

Call in or mail coupon below to your nearest Branch for information as to rates and coverage. 


ALBERTA OFFICES 
EDMONTON BRANCHES 


402 Northern Hardware Bldg. 
104th St. and 102nd Ave. 
Phone 43535 


Edmonton Co-op Store 
11802 - 89th St. 
Phone 783703 


CALGARY BRANCH 
119 - 11th Ave. East 
Phone 24163 


RED DEER BRANCH 
Red Deer Co-op Store 
5207 Gaetz Ave. 
Phone 4557 


WETASKIWIN BRANCH 
Wetasakiwin Co-op Store 
Phone 54 


PLEASE FORWARD INFORMATION as to Co-op- 
ertive Insurance for 

AUTOMOBILE □ FIRE FARM □ FIRE TOWN □ 


Name 


Address 
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I Farm Women's Union of Alberta \ 

\ x % r 


F.W.U.A. Hi-LIGHTS 

At the May 18 meeting of Pollockville F.W.U.A. 
Local No. 1106 the secrtary reported the local’s Can¬ 
cer Campaign collection and they have $33.50 to 
donate to the Fund. This Local has been asked by 
C.N.I.B. to act as official collectors for their Rural 
Campaign in October, and the request has been under¬ 
taken. In the matter of “Public Liability” this local 
has gone on record as favouring compulsory Insur¬ 
ance. 

* * * 

A well attended meeting is reported by Chinook 
F.W.U.A. No. 1213 (Pimgher Creek). Bazaar and bake 
sale were combined with the meeting and plans were 
made for fund raising. $20.00 was sent to the building 
fund and $5.00 to Salvation Army. 

* * * 

Edmonton F.W.U.A. Local No. 603 moved that a 
letter of appreciation be sent by the F.W.U.A. Associ¬ 
ation to Dr. Salk for his Polio Vaccine discovery. A 
committee was appointed to study the Marketing Act 
and to report to this local. Guest speaker, Mr. Clar¬ 
ence Stout, a former editor of the Calgary Herald, 
gave a very interesting talk telling of his experiences 
since coming to Calmar from Kansas in 1895. He paid 
tribute to the pioneer women for the way they faced 
up to difficulties. He described the celebration of 
Queen Victoria’s Diamond Jubilee, also told of In¬ 
auguration Day in 1905 when Alberta became a 
Province. A vote of thanks was given for Mr. Stout’s 
fine review of days gone by. 

••-*** 

A report on “Farm Young Peoples’ Work” was 
heard by Williow Springs F.W.U.A. No. 610, (Bon 
Accord) and an exchange of bulbs and seeds took 
place at their last meeting. They plan to hold a social 
get-together on Farmers’ Day. 

* * * 

It was generally agreed by the Viking F.W.U.A. 
No. 810 Local meeting that some changes could be 
made in the Course of Studies at the School of Agri¬ 
culture, so as to qualify girls for other types of work 
besides Agriculture, which might also increase the 
interest of girls to attend the school. The Farmers’ 
Day holiday, June 10th, is to be celebrated with a 
Barbecue and Sports. 

* * * 

Barrhead F.W.U.A. No. 302 held a discussion on 
the ‘Marketing Act’ but felt they didn’t have enough 


information on it. A hassock is to be raffled in July, 
tickets at 10c each. Several of the surrounding locals 
are combining at Barrhead for a Farmers’ Day Pic¬ 
nic. Plans are for a barbecue, tractor rodeo, etc. 

* * * 

Red Deer Lake F.W.U.A. No. 1216 (Midnapore) 
report a very successful meeting held. The treasurer 
reported a profit of $92.76 made by serving lunch at 
a recent auction sale. The bulletin on Agriculture in 
our Agricultural and High Schools was read. 

* * * 

Three Hills F.W.U.A. No. 1018 (Twining) report 
their plays were a huge success, bringing in about 
$300.00 less expenses. They may be going to Trochu 
with their plays, sponsored by the Trochu Elks, and 
the local is asking for 50% of the profits. $50.00 do¬ 
nation made to Community Centre, $25.00 to a young 
widow and $35.00 to go to the Building Fund. 

* * * 

Swalwell F.W.U.A. Local No. 1017 report a very 
successful canvass for the Caneer Crusade, conducted 
by their local. It has been arranged that the Local 
will have a booth at the Ball Club Sports Day, June 
15th. 

* * * 

It is reported by Heath F.W.U.A. No. 703 that 
they plan a joint Farmers’ Day celebration picnic 
with Sligo F.U.A. No. 753. The Questionnaire was 
filled in, also information on cook books. Terry 
Herbert was chosen to go to F.Y.P.W. 

* * * 

Whitford F.W.U.A. No. 628 report a fair attend¬ 
ance at their April meeting. The delegate’s report 
was read and Mrs. John Zukiwsky gave an interest¬ 
ing talk on Horticulture. A donation of money was 
sent to the Red Cross. 

* * * 

The Marketing Board Questionnaire brought 

quite a discussion, both for and against, at the last 
meeting of the Viking South F.W.U.A. No. 807. 

* * * 

It was decided by the Poplar Ridge F.W.U.A. No. 
1020 (Red Deer) to appoint a convenor to prepare a 
talk on the most interesting topic for the group each 
month. A group of the members will pay a visit to 
the farmer member who has been ill for some time. 
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The Consumer Buletin was discussed at the last meet¬ 
ing. 

* * * 

+ -- 

Miss.Kirk, Home Economist, spoke on home decor¬ 
ation and fancy sandwiches at the last meeting of 
the Sydenham-Gerald F.W.U.A. No. 710 (Wain- 
wright). They are sponsoring Dietmar Schmidt for 
Farm Young Peoples’ Week. A basket picnic on 
Farmers’ Day has been planned. 

* * * 

Northern Lights F.W.U.A. No. 205 (Bluesky) had 
quite a lively discussion on newsflashes, etc. Means 
of making money by way of a fishpond, when the 
F.U.A. puts on their dance in the near future, were 
discussed. 

* * * 

A discussion was held regarding a “Health Unit” 
at Ponoka by the Dakota F.W.U.A. Local No. 913 
(Ponoka) at their last meeting. Donations were made 
to the Cancer Fund and towards the expenses of the 
F.Y.P’s. delegate. The secretary is to accompany 
her husband to the next Lochinvar Local’s meeting 
to arrange a joint-picnic on Farmers’ Day, June 10th. 
The President, (Mrs.) Emma Olmstead, read the im¬ 
portant excerpts from the bulletins. 

* * * 

The roll call of the Eclipse F.W.U.A. Local No. 
904 (Lacombe) at their last meeting was answered 
by “The thing I most dislike about housework” and 
brought quite a variety of answers. The questionnaire 
on marketing was not answered as the members to 
wait until they had more information on the matter. 
A letter from a pen pal in Maine, U.S.A., was read 
and found very interesting. Navies of those eligible 
for scrolls in the Jubilee celebration are to be secur¬ 
ed and they will be presented with scrolls at a social 
evening at the hall. 

* * * 

A busy meeting was held, on Friday 13th, by the 
Jenny Lind F.W.U.A. Local 1305 (Scandia) what 
with discussion on various topics, sewing on a quilt 
for a raffle, naming delegates to the Dist. 13 con¬ 
vention at Medicine Hat, and a report on the play 
“Here Comes Charlie” which was put on by the local, 
net proceeds being $185.52. A fine Siwash sweater 
was donated by Mrs. Revitt for raffle. 

* * * 

Great interest was shown by the ladies of Crown 
F.W.U.A No. 919 (Morningside) in plans for a ^oint 
F.U.A. and F.W.U.A. Farmers’ Day picnic. Members 
are to attend “open house” at the Lacombe Municipal 
Hospital in response to an invitation received from 
the matron. Cards are to be sent to members of the 
local in an effort to get a larger attendance at meet¬ 
ings. 


FARMERS’ UNION OF ALBERTA 
VETERAN’S SECTION 

Minutes of the Annual Meeting of the Vet¬ 
erans’ Section F.U.A. held in Edmonton, Dec. 
7, 1954. The meeting called to order by Chair¬ 
man Mr. R. Armstrong with approximately 30 
members present. 

Each member gave his own introduction, 
(name, address, part of service he was in). 

The minutes of previous annual meetings 
were read? discussed and adopted. Schoff. 

Moved that we request the Executive Board 
to inform us as to what is done with or about, 
each resolution received from Veterans’ Sec¬ 
tion. Macyk-Wagers Carried. 

Moved that resolution re leased lands be 
taken back to Executive Board, 

Powell-Macyk Carried. 

Extended Grant to Veterans 

WHEREAS we highly commend the Federal 
Government for extending a further loan of 
$3,000.00 to Veterans settled on V.L.A lands 
and 

WHEREAS part 3 of this legislation does 
not apply to Veterans settled on Alberta Pro¬ 
vincial Government and Crown lands; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that we 
urge the Federal Government to remove the 
above mentioned discrimination. 

Swan-Hamilton Carried. 

Resolved that we send all our resolutions 
to Executive Board for their approval. 

Anderson-Swan Carried. 

Resolved that minutes of our meeting be 
published in the Organized Farmer and also 
released to Provincial Command of the Legion 
to be passed by them in their monthly news 
letter. McMillan-Wagers Carried. 

Moved that some officials of the Veterans’ 
Section give an address of invitation at the 
mam convention to all Veteran Delegates to 
attend the annual meeting of the Veterans Sec- 
tl0n - Anderson-Schoff Carried. 

Temporary Chairman—Mr McMillan. 

Election of officers for the year. 

President—Mr. R,. E. Armstrong 
Vice-President—Mr. Swan 
Alternate Member—Ken McIntosh 
Executive Secretary—E. G. Anderson 

Hamilton-Swan moved that meeting ad-* 
journ. 

NOTE—These minutes were not received 
in Central Office until May 28, 1955. 
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OTTAWA BRIEF (continued) 

8. Reorganization of Advisory Committee 

Reorganization of advisory committee to 
Wheat Board on basis of 100 percent producer 
representatives. __ 

9. Producer Representation 

Appointment of actual producing farmers 
on all boards having jurisdiction over farm 
products. 

10. I.W.A. And World Grain Bank 

Renewal of I.W.A. and establishment of 
World Grain Bank to make surplus grain avail¬ 
able to under-developed countries. 

11. Feed Grain Freight Subsidy 

Adoption of the principle of Federal Freight 
Assistance to feeders in B.C. and Eastern Can¬ 
ada as part of permanent program to bridge 
great natural gap separating various Canadian 
regions. 

12. P.F.A.A. and Crop Insurance 

Broadening of the Prairie Farm Assistance 
Act into a system off all-risk crop insurance on 
a 3-way basis. Amendement of the B.N.A. Act 
if necessary to make this possible. 

13. Extension of P.F.R.A. 

The Prairie Farm Rehabilitation Act to be 
extended to cover drainage and toapply to all 
parts of the Prairies under cultivation. It should 
also be available to other Canadian Provinces. 

14. Crows Nest Pass Rates 

Continuation of the Crows Nest Pass rates 
as a part of Canadian Economic Policy. 

All of which is respectfully submitted by 
the Interprovincial Farm Union Council. 


FACTS & FIGURES ON THE POWER 
SITUATION IN ALBERTA 

There is a good deal of controversy about 
the method of providing electric power in Al¬ 
berta. Supporters of the Power Companies 
praise the present system as perfect,, and cer¬ 
tainly the Companies are well satisfied, even 
if many farmers are not. 

The F.U.A., together with the farm organi¬ 
zations which preceded it , has always taken 
the stand that electric power should be pro¬ 
duced and distributed by a Public Power Com¬ 
mission rather than by private companies. It 
has been pointed out many times that private 
companies must make profits for shareholders 
which have to be paid for by power users. Only 
a non-profit concern can provide power at cost. 

Under the present system Alberta farmers 


are especially handicapped, as they are forced 
to pay the whole cost of the rural lines. Of 
course it is claimed that farmers get power at 
cost, but actually the claim is false as a large 
part of the cost of power supplied to industry 
at high rates, is paid for by the farmer. 

Just recently we have receeived the 1954 
financial statements of the Power Companies 
which operate in Alberta. Analysing these and 
other information from Government sources, 
we present the following facts for your inform¬ 
ation. 

1. The total cost of R.E.A. lines charged to 
farmers in Alberta to Dec. 31st after allow- 
for refunds, was $25,453,730. 

2. The number of farms served by the above 
lines is 26,855. 

3. The average cost per farm was $947.82. 

4. The amount still unpaid at Dec. 1954 is 
$10,968,968. 

5. In addition to the above, some $5 millions 
has been spent under other plans to electri¬ 
fy some 5,000 other farms. 

6. Power Company profits in 1954 struck a new 
high at $7,486,198 before income taxes. 

7. On the same basis power company profits 
1947 to 1954 have totalled over $32,000,000. 

8. Under a Provincial Power Commission a 
large part of these profits would have been 
saved to Alberta power users, and could 
have been used to build farm lines without 
any increased cost to power users. 

9. The actual casHHnvested by the shareholders 
of the two principal Power Companies in Al¬ 
berta at Jan. 1, 1954 was $22,567,685. 

10. On this they received a return after income 
taxes allowed for, of $5,004,253 or 22.1 per¬ 
cent on their actual share capital. 

Please note the comparison. Alberta farm¬ 
ers have $25,453,730 invested in power lines. 
They get no return on their investment. Power 
Company shareholders have $22,567,685 in¬ 
vested and they are credited with $5,004,253 
in one year. 

These are the facts. It is a great system — 
for the Power Companies. Contrast this with 
Manitoba where the Power Commission builds 
the lines to every farm without any direct 
charge and also gives a lower rate on power 
than in Alberta. 

It is certainly time for a new deal on the 
power question here. If farmers stand together 
on the F.U.A. Program they will get one. 

Farmers’ Union of Alberta 
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A.F.A. NEWS 


Farmers and Politics 

By Roy C. Marler, President, 

Alberta Federation of Agriculture 

Farm organizations, as such, for the past 
20 years in Alberta have had no part in politics. 
It was never anticipated, when farmers de¬ 
cided that their farm organizations should not 
participate in active politics, that the indivi¬ 
dual farmer would cease to be interested in, 
and decline to take any active part in, the poli¬ 
tical life of this province. Yet virtually this 
seems to be the result when we consider that 
the Provincial Legislature, which has just re¬ 
cently dissolved, had not more than five or 
six actual farmers as members of the Legis¬ 
lature. By actual farmers I mean those who 
had operated a farm over a considerable num¬ 
ber of years as the only means of earning a 
livelihood. 

It is my opinion that farmers generally 
would not subscribe to class legislation. Never¬ 
theless, l am firmly of the opinion that practical¬ 
ly all farmers, if questioned would agree that 
the farm people of this province are not only 
entitled to, but should accept responsibility 
for, equitable representation in relation to the 
population of the province and to the impor¬ 
tance in the provincial economy of the agri¬ 
cultural industry. What is being said provin- 
cially is also meant to be applicable in federal 
politics. It would seem that the farm people 
would be entitled to at least 22 members in 
the Provincial Legislature, based on popula¬ 
tion, and that the number would be much great¬ 
er than this if calculated on an industry basis. 
While there are very definite differences of 
opinion held by farmers in respect to political 
parties, I believe there would be very little 
difference of opinion among farmers as to the 
need for their entitled representation to be 
exercised within the Chambers of this Provincial 
Legislature. 

The vacuum of farm representation that 
has been created within our Provincial Legis¬ 
lature seems to have resulted from the indivi¬ 
dual farmer’s apathy toward the most impor¬ 
tant and largest functional undertaking within 
the province. It may be truthfully said that 


no legislation is passed in the Legislature which 
is not of direct or indirect importance to the 
farm people of this province. If this is a correct 
allegation, it would seem then that we, as 
farmers, must accept our responsibility as citi¬ 
zens of this province in selecting men and 
women of our numbers who are fully cognizant 
of the legislative needs of the farm people, and 
who will reach decisions which will be in the 
direct best interests of agriculture, and the 
province as a whole. If the farm people of this 
province would assure themselves that, within 
each constituency, they had in each party a 
man or woman nominated, competent to repre¬ 
sent them, they would offer a balance to the 
Legislature which has been lacking for a decade 
or more, and which is necessary and vitally 
important. 

Another important aspect of exercising our 
franchise and our responsibility as citizens, is 
for farmers to individually undertake to go to 
the polls and cast their vote on the day of the 
election, and to do this properly they should 
use the preference offered them through cast¬ 
ing their vote numerically as to first, second, 
third, fourth choice. This preferential system of 
voting has been established in order to give the 
greatest degree of choice in selecting candi¬ 
dates, and it must be exercised to the full to 
accomplish this end. 

I have personally never seen the wisdom of 
governments undertaking to govern a province 
or nation on the basis of individual letters, wires 
or on being petitioned. It seems to me that once 
a government is elected it would want to do 
what the people want, but that it would have 
little time to give proper consideration to indivi¬ 
dual appeal. For example, how could the Min¬ 
ister of Agriculture give proper consideration 
to the problems of agriculture if he received 
84,000 letters from farmers throughout the 
province on each farm problem. Once a govern¬ 
ment is elected it is the responsibility of farm 
organizations to gather, consolidate and express 
farm opinion to them. This has been recognized 
in some respects by farm people and by gov¬ 
ernments. 

Now is the time for individual farmers to 
discuss farm issues with their respective candi¬ 
dates, and make appraisal as to which one will 
serve them best. 

June 8, 1955. 


(Advertisement) 
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Another Angle On 
The Power Racket 

By F. M. 

The Farmers Union of Alberta, points out 
the unfairness of the Alberta Government, in 
forcing the farmers to build the lines which 
the power companies use without charge, the 
farmers even paying the maintenance costs; 
but we have said nothing of how the farmers 
are forced to furnish finances to the power 
companies free of interest, and we have said 
very little about how the boards of directors 
of the R.E.A’s are made the Joe boys for the 
Power Companies and the Government . 

Two years ago, when we had our first meet¬ 
ing, to endeavour to form a co-operative in order 
to get electrical power, we were told that the 
cost would be around $900 per mile. However 
when we went to Yegreville to put in our ap¬ 
plication for building, Mr. Steve Hawreliak, the 
supervisor for the R,E,A’s in this area, for Can¬ 
adian Utilities, told us that the costs of electrical 
equipment had went up 10 percent, and there¬ 
fore our estimate would have to be based on 
$1000 per mile; as we had 33 signed up for 39 
miles, the estimate was placed at $1175. 

As time went on many more farmers joined, 
until at the time the loan was finalized we had 
89 members to approximately 66 miles. When 
we asked for a lowering of the estimate, we 
were told by both Mr. S. Hawrelak, and the Al¬ 
berta Power Commission, that it was to late 
to revise the estimate, and furthermore it would 
make no difference anyway, as the line would 
be built at cost. 

In March of 1954 I was in Toronto. At that 
time the United Electrical Workers were nego¬ 
tiating for an increase in wages, the Company 
claimed that they could not grant an increase 
as they had been forced to reduce prices. I have 
before me the questions sent by the Labor Union 
to the company and the answers. Two of which 
are of interest to us. 

Question No. 3: Prices down 10 to 20 per¬ 
cent below last year’s prices? Give us examples 
500 K.V.A. Transformer in 1952, 53, 54. 

Answer: Reduced 5 to 11 percent depend¬ 
ing on size in 1953. Further reduced 10 to 15 
percent below this figure. Power transformers 
reduced 5 to 7 percent depending on size in 
’53. Further reduced 12 percent of this figure 
in Jan. ’54 causing a full reduction of from 12 
to 18 percent. Further reductions may be neces¬ 
sary. 

Question No. 4: Foreign and Domestic com¬ 
petitors selling transformers 25 percent below 
Ferranti’s? Give us examples? What competi¬ 


tors? Compare prices? 

Answer: Winnipeg contracted our 102 units 
of 10 to 100 K.V.A’s Reliance 20 percent below 
Ferranti’s — Gatineau — 10 units 10 to 50 
K.V.A. — Brown Bavari 25 below on 3 to 200 
K.V.A’s. Peebles were 24 percent below. Mani¬ 
toba Power — a 7500 K.V.A. — Contract that 
Brown and Bavari quoted 17 percent below, 
Saskatchewan Power — that K.V.A. that Re¬ 
liance quoted 20 below. 

These figures clearly indicate that prices 
were down at least an average of 15 percent 
as transformers are the largest item of cost. 
So electrical supplies instead of having gone 
up 10 percent as we were told, they had went 
down. So the estimate should have been based 
on $765 per mile instead of $1000. Under the 
circumstances the board of directors of our Stry 
R.E.A. agreed with me that the money for 
building the line should be handed over as 
proven costs could show that it was required. 

However, when the executive received the 
cheque from the Co-operative Branch of the 
Provincial Government, accompanying it was a 
letter instructing that the full amount be turned 
over to Canadian Utilities. The executive car¬ 
ried out instructions, and turned over to Can¬ 
adian Utilities $102,358.00. 

So if the Company was correct, and I see no 
reason to doubt them, that the price was re¬ 
duced at least 15 percent instead of the increase 
of 10 percent. Then even taking into account 
the prepayment of the 7 percent supervision 
charge of $3, 534,30, which is indeed unusual, 
we have given the Power Co. $48,333.70 more 
than what the line should cost. 

In January we were told by Canadian Uti¬ 
lities supervisor, that it would take at least 
another 9 months before we got a financial re¬ 
port, and how long after that before the surplus 
money would be returned was not indicated. I 
have been told that in some cases it was two 
years. However if it turns out as we were told, 
Canadian Utilities will have the interest free 
use of that money for over one year. Now I 
think it would be logical to presume that all 
other R.E.A’s were set up on the same basis as 
ours, and from others that I have talked to the 
presumption would be born out. 

In Alberta last year there were 6300 mem¬ 
bers of R.E.A’s supplied with power, taken on 
the same basis this would mean $3,387,359.00 
of interest free money for the power companies, 
per year in a steadily revolving fund as new 
R.E.A’s are set up. Money on which the farmers 
are forced to pay interest. The scandal of the 
Jail House sites is peanuts alongside of this 
racket, and with such prepayment, what a 
temptation to pad the pay roll, the expense 
account. Is this what the Alberta Government 
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meant by debt free money. Debt free money 
to the private power monopolies* debts to the 
people? But that’s not the whole racket. 

We got a few surprises when we read the 
Master Contract with the Power Co. Under the 
contract they acquire the right to: 

(1) Have the money in their possession. 

(2) The right to keep and audit the books 
in their accounting department. 

(3) The control of the line. 

(4) The right to purchase the line or any 
part of it, at a rate of depreciation, not known 
to us, but set out in their contract with the 
Provincial Government. 

(5) At the end of the contract period we 
cannot sell to anyone else, nor can we get a 
loan or in any way place any encumbrance 
against the line at any time. They can purchase 
at a rate of depreciation, not known to us. 

Under the contract the Board of the R.E.A’s 
are made the Joe boys for the Power Companies 
and the Government without pay. Their duties: 

(1) Obtain right-of-ways, as a co-operative, 
generally free. 

(2) The work of signing up new members, 
liens, contracts, down payments, etc. The Power 
Company and the Provincial Government in¬ 
sist that the loan estimate be based on the 
$1175, which we know is away too much, ap¬ 
parently so that the interest free, revolving sur¬ 
plus fund will be maintained for the Power 
Companies at the expense of the farmers. 

(3) Collect power bills in arrears or pay 
them out of the reserve fund, which the power 
company has anyway. Collect the loans for the 
Government. 

Non farmers along the R,E,A, line are sup¬ 
plied with power by the power company on a 
regular commercial rate. For the use of the 
Co-op’s line for at least a 10-year period, they 
pay the co-op $125.00, which they in turn col¬ 
lect from the customer. So the farmer here has 
paid $1175.00 each, the Power Company from 
the customer $125.00. Lovely mathematics isn’t 
it? 

This is the system the Alberta Government 
pretends to be so proud of. They brag of the 
benefits of private enterprise over public enter¬ 
prise. They compare Alberta power with Sas¬ 
katchewan, and then they leave out some very 
important, essential facts in relation to Alberta 
power. It is a well known fact that Saskatch¬ 
ewan’s power resources are not nearly as great 
as those of Alberta, a fair comparison can be 
obtained right here in Alberta. The City of Ed¬ 
monton owns its own power generating plant, 
and distributing lines. Here is a comparison of 
costs. 

Edmonton Public Utility: 

Consumption 316 K.W.H. cost _ $5.19 


Commercial, Canadian Utilities Rates: 


Consumption 316 K.W.H. Demand 

charge _-— $1.00 

50 K.W.H. at 10c per K.W.H. - 5.00 

266 K.W.H. at 6 c per K.W.H- 15.96 


Total _——- $21.96 

Rural Electrification Association: 

Service charge_$2.00 

Reserve fund _ _ _ 1-00 

316 K.W.H. at 2c per K.W.H. _ 6.32 

Invested $1175 at 5% depreciated 

investment in 10 years, per month — 14.69 


Total _ $25.51 

Rural Commercial Customer: Who must 
guarantee a minimum of $10 per month. 

Demand charge_ $1.00 

50 K.W.H. at 10c per K.W.H- 5.00 

266 K.W.H. at 6c per K.W.H. _ 15.96 

$125.00 — interest 5% depreciated 

ten years, per month - 1.35 


Total _ $23.21 

Director Stry R.E.A. 
Farmers’ Experimental Electrification 
Areas: St. Paul, Shandro, etc. 

Service charge _ $2.50 

316 K.W.H. at 3c per K.W.H_ 9.48 


11.98 

Surely the above facts and figures indicate 
the necessity for doing two things. 

(1) An impartial commission must be set 
up with the power to: 

(a) Hold public hearings into all phases 
of financing the building of power lines and 
power sites. 

(b) To compare Electric Power Company 
books, invoices, contracts and payments, with 
manufacturer’s prices, contractors and employ¬ 
ees. 

(c) To bring to the legislature recommend¬ 
ations for changes, to improve set up of present 
R.E.A’s. 

(d) To take whatever legal action, evidence 
brought out by the investigation, may show to 
be necessary, 

(2) All existing electrical power generat¬ 
ing plants and distributing lines should be taken 
over by the Province, and placed under a public 
power commission, and electricity furnished at 
cost to the people of Alberta. I would suggest 
that the facilities of the private power com¬ 
panies be taken over on the same basis of de¬ 
preciation, on the basis of which they can at 
the present time take over the R.E.A’s. 

Demands should be directed to the Provin¬ 
cial Government and of course to the opposition 
members. 
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RESULT OF CAR INSURANCE 
QUESTIONNAIRE 

In order to have a report on the Car and 
Truck Insurance Questionnaire ready for this 
issue of our paper we had to make the cut off 
on June 3rd, with 303 replies on hand and a 
few late reports still being sent in. 

Seventeen of these reports are not included 
in the count because they were incomplete or 
the local requested more information before 
they could arrive at a decision. 

Results of replies counted total_286 

QUESTION No. 1. 

Do you consider that every car and truck on 
Alberta roads should have to carry public 
liability of $20,000 - $40,000 and property 


damage of say $3000? 

ANSWER — Locals in favor _ 285 

Locals not in favor - 1 


285 

QUESTION No. 2. 

If so, do you think this should be provided? 


ANSWER — By private companies — 

Locals in favor _ 8 

By Government Plan—Locals in favor — 271 
By whichever group provide the 

cheapest insurance ___ 7 


286 

QUESTION No. 3. 

To finance a Provincial Insurance Plan the 
suggestion has been made that the gasoline 
tax be raised just enough to cover the cost 
of the insurance. 2c per gallon has been sug¬ 
gested as the amount needed. Would you be 
in favor of having insurance financed by a 


gasoline tax? 

ANSWER — Locals in favor_160 

OR 

Would you favor a policy to be paid 
for along with the license fee? 

ANSWER — Locals in favor _ 101 

Some locals wanted certain provisions 

added _ 1 

By gas tax but include 5 Point 

$50 deductible _ 4 

By no increase in gas tax, pay out 

of present tax_ 2 

By lc gas tax___ 3 

Payment part fee and part gas tax_ 5 

By the same Plan as Saskatchewan_ 3 

No payment plan specified_..._ 7 


286 

NOTE. A majority of locals specified on their 
reports that they were in favor of a gas tax 
only to a maximum of 2c per gallon on gas 
used in cars and trucks. If time and space will 
permit we will have a short article on Car and 


Truck Insurance in the next issue. In the mean¬ 
time the information contained in this report 
can be passed on to your prospective M.L.A.’s 
seeking their support before election time. 


FARM MORTGAGES 

At the end of 1954 farm mortgage debt in 
the three prairie provinces held by members of 
the Dominion Mortgage and Investment Asso¬ 
ciation amounted to $20,240,000. This is a de¬ 
crease of about $l 1 /2 million from 1953. 

Since 1937 there has been a reduction of 
88.9% in the mortgage debt. The figure in 
Manitoba dropped 84.3%, in Saskatchewan 
94.1% and in Alberta 78.7%. The smaller per¬ 
centages of reduction in Alberta and Manitoba 
are due to the larger amounts of new money 
loaned in those two provinces in recent years. 

Below is shown the mortgage debt in the 
three prairie provinces in the last two years 
with comparative figures for 1947 and 1937 
held by the 47 member companies of the associ¬ 
ation which include 25 insurance, 7 loan and 15 
trust companies. 



1954 

1953 

1947 

1937 



Thousands 


Manitoba _ 

$ 5,453 

$ 5,362 

$ 7,297 

$ 34,749 

Saskatchewan_ 

.... 6,324 

8,125 

30,185 

107,803 

Alberta _ 

8,463 

8,364 

9,600 

39,374 


$20,240 

$21,851 

$47,082 

$182,286 


—Alberta Wheat Pool Budget, June 3, 1955 


TENDERS AWARDED FOR NEW OFFICE 

The Building Committee met on May 20th 
to receive and consider tenders for building the 
new F.U.A. Headquarters. Seven tenders in all 
were received and examined. 

It was decided that the lowest tender, that 
of James C, Haddow and Co. of Edmonton in 
the sum of $69,372, should be accepted. This 
firm also offered the earliest completion date, 
Sept. 30, 1955. 


Other tenders made 

were as follows 

to- 

gether with completion 

dates promised. 


James C. Haddow 

$69,372.00 

Sept. 

30 

Buchanan Const. Co. 

69,576.00 

Oct. 

20 

Bird Construction Co. 

71,539.00 

Nov. 

30 

A. V. Carlson Ltd. 

73,317.00 

Oct. 

20 

Hrudey Construction Co. 

74,595.00 

Nov. 

1 

C. M. Wood Ltd. 

76,050.00 

Oct. 

31 

Dominion Construction 

78,059.00 

Oct. 

15 


VIEWMASTER REELS 

Two pictures have been added to the View- 
master Reels — one of the Dutch costumes at 
the 1954 convention and the other of the hoo¬ 
kah, brass studded box and “white elephant” 
sent from Pakistan. 
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It pays MORE and costs LESS 




Weedone° ^Weedar W 
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U.G.G. 

SPRAYER 


U.G.G. Sprayers in conjunction with 
Weedone and Weedar Weed Killers do 
a thorough job of weed control at low¬ 
est cost and highest efficiency. 


To Harvest a 

CLEAN 


imimmimmmiimm 


"Weedone Weed 


Killers 
and the 
U.G.G. Sprayer 
are the 

Effective, Economical 
Team for 
Weed Control". 
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“Serving Agriculture Since 1906” 
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ALBERTA'S 






“1955” is Alberta’s Golden Anniversary Year. It was in 1905 that this territory joined Canada as 
a province. Now Alberta is recognized as a region with as bright a future as any of the provinces 
which go to make up the Dominion of Canada. 

Agriculture has made the greatest contribution to the economic advancement of Alberta. Within 
the space of a single generation the enterprising and energetic farm people of Alberta have created 
a record of diversified production of quality food products which is unsurpassed by any other province. 

The wealth produced by Alberta farmers has permeated the economy of the province to a greater 
extent than all other sources of wealth combined. It sustains the villages, towns and cities and provides 
the basis for employment for most Alberta people. 

While Alberta people celebrate the province’s Golden Anniversary they should keep in mind the 
immense contribution made by the people on Alberta farms to the prosperity and progress of this 
growing province. 
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RETURNS BY CONSTITUENCIES 


Constituency 

Calgary 

Answer 

Remarks 

Miss Kay A, Halliday 

Will support Program 

The CCF as a party is anxious 
to bring the same benefits to 
the people as the FUA 

F. C. Colborne 

Non-committal 


P. P. C. Haigh 

Non-committal 

Some sections of the Program 
appear to be similar to our 

Drumheller 

Dr. Aulds Barclay 


own. 

Edson - W. A, Switzer 

iJ ill support Program 

Supports Program to the best 
interests of all farmers in 

Lac La Biche 


his constituency. 

Harry Lob ay 

Will support Program 

Generally in support of 
Farmers* Program. 

M. Moccagno 

W ainwright 

Will support Program 

Re#27 Seismograph ^ork, 
appears incomplete. 

Henry Ruste 

Will support Program 


Wetaskiwin 



Ernest Larson 

Non-committal 


Rocky Mountain House 



Clyde Stauffer 

Clover Bar 

Uncertain 

Hill do what farmers want 

W, MacLean 

Edmonton 

Non-committal 


Floyd Johnson 

Spirit River 

Will support Program 



0. A, Fimrite Will support the program that 

will be in the interest of 
farmers of this Province. 



